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from the Park." Another M.P. characterised the panel as
" this bad dream of the Bolshevist in Art ". Bernard Shaw
defended it and remarked on the meanness that could only
afford' a panel the size of a postage stamp, and wittily con-
gratulated me on making this postage stamp size bulk So
large that it caused high explosives of rage and hate in
controversy.

Shaw was right about the size. When considering the
monument with the Office of Works, three screens of different
dimensions were put to judge its size, and, without consulting
me, the smallest of the screens was chosen.

Cunninghame Graham defended the work with his usual
brilliance and courage. Again and "again he returned to the
fight.

Finally the protests died down. The " muck-rakers " grew
tired of their fruitless journeys to the Park, and the .panel was
left in its peaceful setting. The deserted spot could now be
visited without alarm or interference. Grass grew again on
the downtrodden soil.

Months after, the more scurrilous newspapers failing in
.their first attempt to remove the statue, continued, never-
theless, tactics of incitement. The Morning Post of October
7tk,:.1925, said :

Mr. Epstein's work in Kensington Gardens is so fax* from being
the'object of admiration that, were not the English a tolerant
people, it would have long ago been broken into pieces.

On November 14th, The Morning Post had the satisfaction
of reporting:

The inevitable has happened to Mr. Epstein's " Bima ". She
has been ingloriously daubed with green paint.

Again on November 18th The Morning Post announced
triumphantly :

It is clear that there is some quality in the monument in Hyde
Park that revolts the public.

A letter demanding the removal of the memorial with as
little delay as possible now appeared in The Morning Post,
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